A ſober Expoſtulation with the Gentlemen 


and Citizens of Mr. Emlin's Juries in 
'Duszr in, concerning their Billa Vera 


and Verdict, June 


HEY are deſervedly rec- 
kon'd among the great Pri- 
vileges of Engliſh- men, and 
ſuch wherein their Freedom 


Parliament: And 2dly, That the Exe- 


cution of thoſe Laws is for the moſt part 


by ſworn Men of the Neighbourhood, 
That is, a Man can't be brought into 
Judgment, or judicially charg'd with any 
Crime which makes him liable to Puniſh- 
ment, but firſt a Grand Jury of twenty 
three, or at leaſt twelve of thoſe ſub- 
ſtantial Men, muſt upon their Oaths certify, 
that upon their own Knowledg, or the 
Evidence of other legal Witneſſes, he 
appears to them to be guilty of ſuch or 
ſuch a Crime. Hereupon he is call'd to 
anſwer for himſelf before another ſury 
ol twelve good and honeſt Men of his 
Neighbourhood, who are oblig'd by ſo- 


lemn Oath, and all other Ties of Hu- 


manity and Intereſt, to judg him as them- 
ſelves would be judg'd. The Judges are 
of Council for the King or Queen and the 
Pritoner, to fee that nothing be made a 
Crime, which is not indeed a Crime ac- 
cording to Law; and the Jury are Judges 
whether the Perſon indicted be guilty of 
the Fact which the Law pronounces a 


does mainly confiſt, viz, 
1ſt. That they are ſubje& to no Laws, bur 
what are enacted by their own - Conſent, 
by Repreſentatives of their own choice in 


ine, 


Crime. It's not enough in many caſes co 


make one guilty, that he has done ſuch 4 


Fact or Deed, bur it muſt alſo be prov'd 


that he did do that Fact in ſuch a manner, 
and with ſuch Circumſtances as the Law + 
pronounces criminal. Therefore the In- 
dictments mention thoſe Circumſtances 
and that Manner: as for example, a Man 
is indicted, that having not the Fear of 
God before his Eyes, he did feloniouſly, 
and of fore-rhought Malice, give a Man 
ſuch and ſuch Wounds, whereby he took 
away his Lite; if it be prov'd to the 
Jury that the indicted Perſon did give 
ſuch and ſuch Wounds, yet if it be. nos 
alſo prov'd that he did fo of fore thought 


Malice, the Jury can't find him guilry ot 


the Murder charg'd upon him. So if it 
be prov'd that a Man ſpoke ſuch and ſuch 
Words, that might in ſome Conſtructions 
tend to the Reproach or Scandal of ano- 
ther Perſon; yer if it be not prov'd that 
he ſpoke thoſe Words wich an intent to 
reproach and ſcandalize that Perſon, he 
ſhall not be found guilty, For it may be 
that he did underſtand thoſe Words in 
a good ſenſe, chat has no Scandal or Re- 
proach in it, in his Mind and Judgment: 
As if a Man ſhould ſay, that St. Paul was 
a Knave of F.C. underſtanding that Word. 
(Knave) as Tyndal does in his Tranſla- 
tion, and not in the modern ſenſe of 
that Word. When the Lord Sg 
SR ved 


fued rhe Lord Dighy for maliciouſly ſpeak- 
ing ſuch and ſuch Words, he prov d the 
Malice as well as the Words. 

Theſe things ptemit a, give me leave, 
Jou Gentlecaen of both the Juries, to 
expoſtulate with you concerning the 
finding the Bill of Blaſphemy and Malice 
againſt Tho. Enlyn Gent. and your Ver- 
di&s thereupon; for which the Judges 


paſs'd a Sentence of 1000 J. Fine, and 


Impriſonment ſor a year and a day, and 
then to give Security for his good Be- 
haviour during Life. | 
him guilry runs thus — I am inform d) 
when turn'd into Engliſh : That T. E. not 
having the Fear of God before his Eyes, 
did write and cauſe to be printed 
a certain infamous and ſcandalous Libel, 
intituled, An humble Enquiry — in 
which Libel the ſaid I. E. hath impiouſly, 
blaſphemouſly, falſly, and maliciouſly 
aſſerted, affirmed, and declared that 
Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour and Redeemer is 
not God the Son, nor is equal to God 


the Father, and that jeſus Chriſt is not 


God the Son in the ſupreme Eilence with 

the Father, (meaning) God the Father. 
Now you Gentlemen being of the 
Neighbourhood or Vicinage, are ſuppos'd 


to know Mr. E's Character, his manner of 


Life and Converſation; he having liv'd 
among = twelve years in a publick Sta- 
tion of Elder, Presbyter, or at leaſt 


Preacher to a Congregation of Presby- 


terians in Dublin. Did you know, or had 
ou heard of him, that he had not be- 
Lav'd himſelf as became him, either in 
his publick Performances or private Con- 
verſation? Was he not accounted by 
thoſe that knew him beſt, a pious Man 
. himſelf, and a Promoter of Piety in 
others? Did he not ſtudy the Holy Scrip- 
tures as the Rule of his Faith and Man- 
ners, as all Proteſtants hold; and diligently 
exhort others to do the ſame ? Did he 
not ſtady to find the true ſenſe of Scrip- 
ture (which only is Scripture) and to 
teach it to others? In brief, did he give 
any occaſion to the moſt critical Obſerver 


The Indictment upon which you judg'd 


(2) 


of him, to judg him a Hypocrice, a Dif. 


1embler, or ill-minded Man? Has he not 


by his ingenuous Declaration of his Mind 


in private Converſation, and aſterward in 
his Writings (ſuppoſing em his) expos d 
himſelf to all that Trouble, Obloquy, 
and Suffering which he now lies under? 
Might he not have avoided theſe, and 
continued in Credit, and in that profitable 
Station wherein he was, had he not 
thought himſelf oblig'd in Conſcience to 


promote thoſe Doctrines, which he con- 
ceiv'd to be much for the Honour of 
God and Chriſt, and more ſutable to 


Holy Scripture than what is commonly 
taught? And if Mr. E. did not give you, 
or any one, juſt cauſe of ſuſpecting him 
ro be a bad Man, how came ye to judg 


him one of the worſt of Men? 


To be a Drunkard, a common Swearer, a 
Whoremonger, to be unjuſt, to deceive 
Men for their hurt and one's own gain, 


to bea falſe Witneſs, to be an Extor- 


tioner and to oppreſs; theſe are but 
Peccadillo's, ſmall Faults in compariſon 
of blaſpheming God Almighty, . the 
Fountain of all Goodneſs, the Father of 
Mercies, in whom we live and move and 


have our Being, who fo loved the World, 


that he gave his only begotten Son, that 
whoſoever believeth in him ſhould not 


_ periſh, but have everlaſting Life: or to 


blaſpheme Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, who. 
came to ſave us from our Sins, and re- 
deem us to God, in whom we have Re- 
demption thro his Blood, even the For- 
giveneſs of Sins: to blaſpheme either 
the Father or the Son, and to have ma- 


lice againſt them, are fo. heinous and 
enormous Crimes, that we want Words. 


to ſet forth the Horridneſs and Maligniry 
of them. Yet you have upon your- 
Oachs (which is the ſtrongeſt and urmoſt 
Obligation that any Man can be under, to 
give a righteous Judgment concerning 
his Neighbour) judg'd Mr. E. to have 
impioully, blaſphemouſly, falſly, and 


maliciouſly aſſerted, affirmed, and de- 
clared Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour and Re- 
deemer, nat to ve God the Son, nor 19 be 


eu 


| equal to God the Father ; and that Feſus 
Chriſt is not God the Son in the Supreme 
Eſſence with the Father, (meaning) God 
7170 f ſons is , 
T0 juſtit Verdi& upon this In- 
dictment, 4 neceſſary you ſhould 
know, and be thoroughly perſuaded in 
the fear of God, 1. That theſe Aſſert ions 
and Affirmations are not only falſe, but 
impious; and not only falſe and impious, 
but alſo blaſphemous and malicious in 
their own Nature and Import, 7. e. in the 


common Acceptation of Engliſh Chriſtians. 


2, Thar Mr. E. did ſo aſſert and affirm 
them. It's not enough to prove theſe 
Propoſitions to be falſe, becauſe they may 
be falſe, and yet not imptous ; for there 
are many different Opinions about theſe 
Points among the learned Divines of the 
Church as well as Diſſenters; and yet it 
were uncharitable ro judg thoſe that are 
miſtaken to be guilty of Impiety: and 


its manifeſt from theClemency of the Go- 
vernment, chat it does not cenſure them 


as ſuch, that ſome may judg to be erro- 
neous. The Biſnops diſagree among 
themſelves, as appears from their Writ- 
ings, and yet they are not accus'd of 


Impiety on either ſide; nor are the 


Deans, and other Dignitaries and Doctors, 
charg'd with Impiety, tho they differ 
trom their Biſhops, and from one another, 
Some indeed have declar'd certain Pro- 
_ Poſitions falſe, impious, and heretical, 
as the Oxford Decree doth ſome in one 
Mr. Bingham's Sermon, which are alſo. to 
be met with in Dr. Sherlock's Book; but 
they did not charge either the former or 
the latter with having falſly, impiouſly, 

and r taught, preach'd, or print- 
ed thoſe falſe, impious, and hererical 
Doctrines. They did not cauſe either of 


them to be apprehended by a Warrant 


from the Lord Chief Juſtice, and bind 
them over to anſwer that Charge ar th 
Kings-Bench Bar; much leſs prefer a 


Indictment of Impiety and Hereſy or 


Blaſphemy againſt em, or either of 'em. 
So far from that, Mr. Bingham went into 
the Country to a good Living (if I 


(3) 


miſtake not) however Ve Lure Dr, Sher- 
lock injoys to this day his Deanery of St. 
Paulis, one of the beſt, or the belt in 


England for Revenue, if not alſo for Dig- 


nity. Nay, Dr. Sherlock was ſo far from 
renouncing thoſe falſe, impious, and he- 
retical Propoſitions, that he preſently 


writes a Book in defence of them, under 
the Title of 4 modeſt Examination of the 


Authority and Reaſons of the late Decree of 
the Vice-Chancellor of Oxford, &c. And 
what were thoſe impious Aflertions ? 
even theſe, viz. [There are three infinite 
diſtin& Minds and Subſtances in the Tri- 
nity] Item ¶ That the three Perſons in the 
Trinity are three diſtin infinite Minds or 
Spirits, and three individual Subſtances. ] 


*Tis in reſpe& to theſe Propoſitions, that 


Dr. South wrote a Book againſt Dr. Sher- 
lock with this Title, Tritheiſm charg d 
upon Dr. Sherlock's Notion of the Holy 
Trinity. And one would think, that to 
hold and aſſert that there are three Gods, 
is not a little impious and heretical; 
ſince Unity is the prime Attribute and 
Perfection of the Deity, moſt plainly 
aſſerted by Reaſon and Scripture, and 


profeſs'd as the moſt fundamental Article, 


after the Being of God, of Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, yea of the Fewiſh and Maho- 
metan. n | 
Tk Fs | Tu ſee Bos 18 4 
great deal of, di ference between aſſertir 
thoſe Doctrings chat are .judg'd by. _ 
learned Men to be impious and heretical ; 
and the aſſerting them impiouſly a 
heretically. For as our Bleſſed Saviour 
ſays, My Doctrine is nor mine, but his 
that ſent me; If any Man will do his 
Will, he ſhall know of the Doctrine: If 
a Man be a known Doer of the Will of 
God, and a Studier of che Holy Scrip- 
tures, that he may know that Will, and 
do it himſelf, and teach others ſo; if ſuch 
a Perſon err in the underſtanding of the 
Holy Scriptures, in matters of very abſtruſe 
Speculation, one can't without great Un- 
charitableneſs judg that he holds theſe 
falſe Doctrines impiouſly,  heretically, 
blaſphemouſly and maliciouſly, 
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But 


judg'd by you to be falſe, impious, blaſ- 
- phemous, and malicious. As 1/t, © I ſee 
d no reaſon there will be to oppoſe thoſe 
„ Unicarians. who think him (Jeſus Chriſt) 
© tobea ſufficient Saviour ard Prince, 


© tho he be not the only Supreme God; 


© nor can any with Reaſon attempt to 
© prove him to be ſuch from his Works 
and Office, as King of his Church; 
ſince *ris implied that as ſuch he muſt do 
© homage to God the Father, in de / ĩvering 
© up his Kingdom to him; and this very 
'© Expreſſion to God the Father, makes it 


© plain that there is no God the Son, in 


© the ſame ſenſe, or in the ſame Supreme 
Eſſence with the Father. Now to give 
a right Judgment concerning the Truth 
or Falſhood of this Clauſe, it was ne- 
ceſſary for you to conſider it as an In- 
ference from ſuch and ſuch Scripture Pre- 
miſes, from whence it is drawn. For if 


it be rightly infer'd, it muſt be true; if 


It is not rightly infer'd, then Mr. E. err'd. 
If ſo, then it was to be confider'd by you, 
what kind of Error it was; wherher ſuch 
an Error as à ſober conſcientious Man 


(who holds the Holy Scriprure to be the 


Rule of his Faith and Practice) could fall 
into without Malice, and a blaſphemous 
Intention againſt Jeſus Chriſt ; or if it be 
Mr. Es fimple miſtake from the Weakneſs 
of human Wee brother Temp- 
' tations, to which the be 1 4 are ob- 
noxious. If this latter wWäs the caſe, 
then to judg him blaſphemous, was moſt 


unjuſt and uncharitable; and whether 


you had or could have any clear Evidence 
for it, Iappeal to your own Conſciences. 
But 2dly, may not Mr. E. be underſtood 
to mean that there is no God the Son in the 
"ſame ſenſe, or in the ſame Supreme Eſſence 
with the Father? that is, that he is not 
the ſecond of thoſe three infinite Minds or 


Spirits, that make up the three Perſons in- 


the Holy Trinity; which Doctrine the 
Oxford Decree has determin'd to be falſe, 
impious, and heretical. Shall he be blaſ- 
nhemous in denying that which they 


(4 ) 
But let us now conſider thoſe Aﬀertions 
of Mr. E. charg'd in the Indictment, and 


ſay is impious to affrmnm 

That which 1 have ſaid of this Clauſe 
of the Indictment, may alſo be ſaid of 
thoſe other two Clauſes; which are both 
Inferences from Scripture Premiſes, which 
he had laid down and argued before. 
And indeed it's fo far from being . blaſ- 
phemous to Jeſus Chriſt, to deny him to 
be equal 'ro the Father in the Supreme 
Eſſence, that the generality of eminent 
Divines, both antient and modern, aſſert 
that the Father is the Principle, Cauſe, and 


' Fountain of the Son and Spirit, hence 


they have their Eſſence and Divinity; 
and in that reſpect grant that the Son and 
Holy Spirit are not equal to the Father. 
But let that niceſt of Controverſies be as 
it will, I do not deſire you ſhould take 
any thing upon my word; that which I 
demand of you is, whether you could in 
Truth, in Fudgment, and in Righteouſneſs, 


ſwear that theſe Aſſertions, whereof Mr. 
E. was by you found guilty, were blaſ- 


phemous, 7. e. reproachful and diſgraceful 
to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. As for the 
term maliciouſly (us d in the Indi&ment) 


J am apt to rhink fo well of you, tho 


alrogether unknown to me, that I am 
perſuaded, that not one Man of you, 
(even ſuppoſing thoſe Clauſes to be falſe 
and blaſphemous) can ſeriouſly affirm, 
much lets ſwear, that Mr. E. writ or 
publiſh'd them blaſphemouſly, i. e. with 


an intention of reproaching his Saviour, 
or at leaſt believing they were reproach- 


ful to him, much leſs maliciouſly. and out 
of ill will toward him: That he not only 
knew that theſe Aſſertions were reproach- . 
ful, but that he knew alſo that he did 


reproach him in ſo aſſerting; as a Man 
"ſpeaks evil of his Neighbour, tho he 


know it is falſe, and that he ought nar 
to ſpeak it. I doubt not but you. are 
every one well acquainted with the Holy 
Scriptures; and there you find that Bla- 
phemy under the Moſaical Law was fo 
great and horrid a Crime, chat it was to 
be puniſh'd with Death: but what was 
that Blaſphemy ? It's explain d by curſing; 
The Iſraclitiſn Woman's Son blaſphemed the 
* 8 
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Name of the ; Lord, and curſed 5 he not 
only ſpoke reproachfully of God, and 
intended to reproach or ſpeak evil of 
him, but curſed him, as you may ſee 
Lev. 24. 11, 14, 13. But the Apoſtle 
Paul before his Converſion not only blaſ- 
phemed Chriſt himſelf, but forced others 
to blaſpheme him; forcing them by Vio- 
lence to ſpeak evil of Chriſt, to reuounce 
him, and curſe him as a falſe Prophet or 
Impoſtor. Saul knew it was evil and 
highly evil, what he ſaid himſelf of Chriſt, 
ang hg he would force others to ſay; 
ur 
Digniry of Chriſt, and he did it Ano 
rantly. in Unbelief. But what has Mr. E. 
done or ſaid like to tlüs? you ought to 
have read the Papers out of which that 
Blaſphemy, charg'd in the Indictment, 
was drawn. I have read Mr. E's Cale, Oc. 
and there he ſays, he conceiv'd it more for 
the Honour, of Jeſus Chriſt to juppoſe the 
compleat, Deity in its full Conception, ta be 
united to, to dwell and operate in him, than 
to ſuppoſe it only of a Portion of God, or 
of God but partially cqrſider'd. He pro- 
duces two, or three Texts of Ser ipdure on 
which he ; grounds this Conception, as 
Col. 2. 
the God ead 07 Deity 7 and John 14. 10. 
The Father that dwells in me, he doth, the 
Works. Acts 10. 38. So that Mr. E. is to 
far from intending to ſpeak evil of Chriſt, 
that what he ſays, he. grcunds conſcien- 
 riouſly-upon what Chriſt ſays. of Himel, 
and what the Apoſtle Faul ſays of him, 
and with a deſign to honour him. 
Now, Gentlemen, if Mr. E. was ſo far 
from intending any Diſhonour to our 
Saviour Jeſus Chriſt in what he wrote, 
that he thought it more honourable to 
him than the contrary, and. intended it to 
that purpoſe ; wliat Evidence could you 
poſſibly have that he wrote thoſe. things 
 blaſphemoully ? and if you had no Evi- 
dence of it, and notwirhſtanding will 
aſſert it upon your Oaths, and thereby 
expoſe Mr. E. to a Sentence that fines him 
more a great deal, perhaps twice as much 


25 he is ever able to pay, and conſequently 


GG). 


to a long and 


he was miſtaken in the Honour and 


4% n, dell all e ee, of 


erpetual Impriſonment, or 
an early Death by that Impriſonment; 
how will you anſwer it to your own Con- 
ſciences all the time of your Life, much 
more at the time when you ſhall appear 
before the Judgment - Seat of Chriſt to re- 
ceive the Reward of this Judgment? 
Let me now ask you what Evidence you 
had of Mr. Es writing, or cauſing that Libel 
to be printed, and publiſhing it? I obſerve 
(tho I know not whether you did) the 
Indictment ſays, wrote and caus'd to be 
printed + It was not enough that you had 
Evidence that he caus d it to be printed, 
and publiſh'dir, but you ſhould have had 
it prov'd that he wrote it. My Infor- 
mation ſays, that all that was prov'd was, 
that he publiſh'd it, and that his writing 
it was found by you upon Preſumption, 


which you, were told from' the Bench, 


might be as good Evidence as poſative Proof. 


But who ors not know thar the ſtrongeſt 


Prefumpti 1s have been afterwards found 
to be falſe Evidence? It's a ſad but. a 


well-known Story of a Mother and her 


two Sons in Gloceſterſhire, who ſome years 
ſince were found guilty of murdering a 


Man upon preſumptive Evidence, and the 
Sons were fang d in Chains; but aſter- 
wards, to the aſtoniſhment of the Jury- 
men, the murder'd Man came home. 1 was 
acquainted with one of thoſe Jury-men, an 
honeſt and pious Man, but led, it ſeems, into 


this great Brror by. the Judg's magnifying 
preſumptive Evidence : the poor Man in 


doleful Deſpair could not endure his own . 


*Conmery,' but came to London, and livd in 
Obſcurity. Now how you could diſcharge 
.Jcur ſelves of your Oath upon a mere 
Preſumption, which ought. always to be 


taken in favour of che Priſoner, I know 
npr. I preſume as well as you that he 


did write it, but I will not upon ſingle - 


Preſumption give it upon my Oath. . 

Bur ſupoſing that which however is not 
prov'd, what Law has Mr. E. broken? He 
does heartily and moſt ſincerely believe 
whatſoever is written in the H. Scripture 
concerning our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, and ' 
he believes it in the beſt ſenſe he can 

| underſt ind. 


Now the ſixth Article of the Church of 
England ſays, That nothing ought to be 
required of any Man as neceſſary to be 
believed. but what is read in Scrip- 


ture, or may be proud thereby : And he 


aſſerts nothing in his Book that he does 


not heartily believe is either expreſly 


written in Holy Scripture, or which after 


many years Study of the ſame Scripture 


with all ſuch Helps (as Prayers to God 


thro Chriſt, c.) he is capable of, he 
believes to be the true Senſe of thoſe 


Scriptures. Now what Law has he herein 


tranſgreſs d? What Starute or Common 


Law makes this Blaſphemy ? He does not 


deny (as appears by his Caſe) thoſe three 


modal Diſtin&ions by which Divines do uſu- 
ally explain the Trinity, viz. Life, Under- 
ſtanding, and Will ; nor St. Auſtin's Tri- 
nity of Mind, Wiſdom, and Love, Mr. E. 


acknowledges alſo the Union of the Di- 


vine and Human Nature in 


vid. Mr. Es theſe Words, viz. The in- 


? Caſe. 


ſuch a Sentence as is 


finite God is in an unſpeakable 


manner united to and preſent - 
with the Man Chriſt Jeſus, dwelling and 


operating in him, actuating and managing 
him by a fix'd perpetual Influence, as the 
governing Principle. Where again is that 
Law that makes it Blaſphemy for any 


Man to infer from plain Scriptures, that 
there is a God above Chriſt, or who is 
Chriſt's Head and his God; That Chriſt is 


not the abſolutely Supreme God; or that 


there is no God the Son in the ſame ſenſe, 
or in the ſame Supreme Eſſence with the Fa- 
ther? I do not determine whether to infer 


ſo is erroneous or not: but where is it 
forbid as Blaſphemy, and made liable to 

aſs'd upon Mr, E? 
So likewiſe to infer Foth Chriſt's ſaying, 
My Father is greater than I; and from his 
delivering up the Kingdom to God, even the 
Father ; and the Son alſo himſelf being ſub- 
je# to him that put all things under him: 


to ihfer, I ſay, from theſe and other 


Texts, That Jeſu Chriſt in his higheſt Ca- 
Nacity is inferior to the Father, and not the 
Suze God to which he is ſubjeff , Where is 


(6) 


underſtand it in conſiſtency wich it ſelf. 


that Law that forbicls that Inference under 
the penalty of Blaſphemy? If there be no 
ſuch Law, neither in our Statute Books, 
nor Common Law (as many of our Learned 
in the Law fay) then this Judgment a- 
gainſt Mr. E. is of diſmal conſequence, as 
a Precedent wherein the Judges and the 
Court do in a fort make that to be Law, 
which is not Law, and the different Senſes 
of learned Men in the expounding of 


1 


Scripture to be Blaſphemy, when that 


Senſe does not agree with their Mind, or 
with the Opinion of the Vulgar or the 
many that cry out againſt it. I fay, the 
Precedent is of diſmal conſequence; for ſo 
no learned Man that aſſerts any Senſe of 
Scripture different from the Senſe of other 
learned Men, who are apt enough to give 
it the name of Impious, Heretical, and 
Blaſphemous, but if the contrary Party 
can get a Lord Chief Juſtice and his Af- 
feflors on his fide, he may ruin his 
Antagoniſt : for it's not hard, it ſeems, to 
get a uy to bring him in Guilty, yea tho 
there ut preſumptive Evidence. Are 
we come to this in the Reign of our moſt 
cious and religious Queen, that the 
Folie ſhall make that to be Law, which 
the Subjects can't know to be ſuch, and 
inflict what Penalties they pleaſe upon 
learned Men for writing Controverſies, 


and deprive em of their Liberty, and 


confine them during their whole Life ? 


For this is the Precedent they have ſer us. 
Dr. Sherlock the Reverend Dean of Paul's, 
and Mr. Bingham may hence ſee that their 


Liberties and Eſtates too would have been 
in hazard, had our Judges been of the 
fame mind with Dr. South and the Oxford 


Heads; that Doctor and Mr, Bingham had 


been indicted for falſly, impiouſly, and 
heretically (it had been as eaſy to have 
added blaſphemouſiy and maliciouſly) writing, 
cauſing to be printed, and publiſhing a 
certain great Book, wherein they aſſerted, 
That the threePerſons in the Trinity are three 
diſtin infinite Minds or Spirits, and three 
individual Subſtances. There might have 
been found Jury-men enough at Oxford to 
have found them Guilty, This 2 


with che Dean to 


have been a ſhort wa 
have deprivd him of his Deancry and all 
other Benefices, and to have condemn'd 
both him and Mr. B. to perpetual Impri- 
fonment, by laying upon em a Fine of 
about as much again as they are worth. 


Let any Man that can, ſhew me the diffe- 
rence of theſe two Caſes. 21 
And I hope I ſhall not offend my Lord 
Biſhop of Sarum, if I ſay his Notion of 
the Divine Inhabitation ſeems to be very 
like to, if not the ſame with Mr. Emlyn's , 
for my Lord is charg'd by the Oxford Di- 
vines in an Examination of his Expoſition, 
&c. that ſuch an habitation of God in a 
Creature, by which that Creature was not 
only call'd Cod, but that Adoration was due 
to if upon that account, was a Notion that 
could not have ſcandaliz'd. the Jews, &c. 
From this, I fay, and ſome other Ex- 
preſſiom of my Lord's, he is charg'd with 
theſe Opinions as neceſſarily flowing from 
them; 1. That the Name f God may be 
juſtly aſcribed to a Creature. 2. Nhat a 
Creature may be tha lawful- Object of reli- 
| gious Adoration. 3. That 
The Expoſit. 4 local Preſence and In- 
of the 2d Art. dwelling of the Godhead in 
examin'd, p.3, Chriſt, without a proper 
| and eſſential. Union, was 
ſufficient to entitle the Man Chriſt Feſus to 
the Name and Worſhip of God, Now ſup- 
poſing a Lord Chief Juſtice. or other 
Judges of the fame mind with the Oxford 
Divines, and my Lord had been indicted 
in form, for falſly, impiouſ ), and blaſ- 
pPhemouſiy writing, printing, and publiſh- 
ing theſe Aſſertions; do you think, Gen- 
tlemen, that a Grand and a Petty Jury 
might not be found at Oæford, the one to 
write Billa Vera upon it, and the other to 
bring in a Verdict of my Lord Biſnop of 
Sarum's being guilty, e? And I fear 
that if my Lord Biſhop of Gloceſter were 
to have his Trial before ſuch Judges and 
ſuch a Jury as you, his Aſſertions in his 
twenty eight Propoſitions, which clearly 
agree with thoſe that Mr. E. is con- 
demn'd for, his Lordſhip would fall 
under the very fame Sentence: . nay if 


only Edwara Gre. be put in the Indict- 
ment inſtead of Tho. Emlyn, his LofunnP - 
is condemn'd already. For if Mr. EZ. is 

condemn'd for ſaying that if Chrift hat 4 
God above him, then is he not the abſolutely 
Supreme God; his Lordſhip has ſaid that 
which is equivalent. Pr. 1. The Name 


of God is us d in more Senſes than one 


in Holy Scripture. Pr. 4. God the Fa- 
ther alone is in reference to his manner 
* of Exiſtence an abſolutely perfect Be- 
ing; becauſe he alone is ſelf- exiſtent. 
© Pr. 5. He alone, conſequently, is ab- 
© ſolutely perfect, in reference to thoſe 
perfections, which do pre ſuppoſe Self- 
© Exiſtence. Pr. 6. Theſe Perfections are 
© abſolute Independence, and being the 
firſt Original of all other Beings; in 
© which the Son and Holy Ghoſt are com- 
© prehended, Pr. 10. Since the Father 
© alone is a Being of the moſt abſolute 
perfection, he having thoſe. Perfections 
© which the other two are uncapable of 
having; He alone is God in the abſolute 
© higheſt Senſe, What is this leſs than 
Mr. Es ſaying, that Chriſt is not the ab- 
ſolute Supreme God? Hence it's very ma- 
nifeſt, his Lordſnip's Liberty, Dignity, 
Eſtate, and Freedom from perpetual Im- 
priſonment, depend not on the Laws, but 
upon his good Fortune, in not meeting 
with Proſecutors, and zealous Judges of : 
a contrary mind, together with ſome ig- 
norant or over-credulous Juries, who are 
eaſy to be found. And I know not what 
you Gentlemen and your Court would 
have done with Dr. Bull, who in his 
Defenſio Fidei Nicenæ, has a long Section 
De ſubordinatione Filii ad Patrem; but it's 
ſomewhat hard to underſtand how God 
the Son ſhould be ſubordinate to God the 
Father, and yet equal in the Supreme Eſ- 
ſence: yet to him, and to the late moſt 
Learned Dr. Cudworth, the Biſhop of Gloce- 
ler refers us for the account of the Agree- 
ment of ſeveral of the Nicene Fathers, 
even Athanaſius himfelf, and others of the 
Antients, to what he had propos'd, Pr. 28. 
could name ſeveral other Learned 
Men, who are by their Writings liable 
| | | Nod 


— — 
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to Mr. Emlyn's Judgment and Condemna- 
tion; bur I think 1 have given Inſtances 
enough to make all Men of free minds look 
about em, and ingage both in Juſtice and 
Intereſt to be zealous for the revoking 


of his Judgment. 8 | 
I cannot much blame vou, Gentlemen, 


for giving credit to the Judges that theſe 
Clauſes were criminal and blaſphemous at 
Common Law, becauſe the Judges are 
appointed, and it is their Duty to aſſiſt 
the jury in the point of Law, eſpecially 


the Common Law, which is not eaſy to be 
found out: but I can't but blame you, 
that in a point of Religion you ſnould not 


examine the Bock it ſelf, and like the Be- 


reans ſearch the Scriprures, to fee and 
_ Judg whether what Mr. E. was charg'd 


with was true and agreeing with Scripture 
or not, and accordingly to have judg'd or 


ſuſpended your Judgment, and brought 
ina ſpecial Verdict. But that you ſhould 
without ſuch Examination determine con- 
cerning the Falſity of it, and not only 
that, but of irs Contrariety to Law, and 


that upon a partial proof: and that you 


Thould not only judg it upon your Oaths 
to be falſe and contrary to Law, but alſo 


impious, blaſphemous, and malicious; 


and not only ſo, but that Mr. E. your 
Neighbour, of whom you never heard any 
ill ching, as I perſuade my ſelf, but a 
great deal of good, ſhould be judg'd by 
vou to. have written and publiſn'd this 
Bock, with thoſe Clauſes, impiouſly, blaſ- 
phemouſly, and malicioully : I will ſay 
no more, but ſit down and admire that 
ſuch Engliſh Juries ſhould be found, and 


pray God to give you Repentance that 


you may be forgiven, But where there 


wants Confeſſion and Reſtitution in caſe 
of Injury to Men, there is no Forgiveneſs | 
from God. Therefore ſee not, but that 
in order to Forgiveneſs, you ought to 
conſult and agree together to go to the 
Judges, and others that are concern'd in 
che Execution of the Sentence grounded 
upon your Verdict, conteffing that it was 
given upon Inconſideration, Ignorance, 
and Raſnneſs; and that you were carried 
away by the Clamour of the People, and 
your too much deference to the Judges, 
to give a falſe Judgment: that you re- 


voke it, and beſeech them to revoke their 


Sentence and "Condemnation built there- 


upon. How you can any other way be capa- 


ble of Remiſſion either from the juſt God 
injur'd Men, I beſeech you to conſider. 
I ſay injur'd Men, for in your Verdict (ſo 


calFd) againſt Mr. Emlyn, you have (as I 


have ſaid) made a Precedent for the Pro- 
ſecution and Ruin of moſt of the Learned 


Men in the two Kingdoms; who hereafter 
may be find, ſentenc'd, and impriſon'd 


by the Aſſiſtance of ſuch a Jury as you 
were. | | 
Here I might aggravate the Grievouſneſs 
of your Verdict, from the fad Tendency of 
it to the Vindication of the Perſecutions 
by the Roman Church of thoſe that diſ- 
ſented from her, upon the ground of con- 
ſcientious Expoſitions of Scripture, as all 
the Reformers did, and do ſtill; and 
withal ro rhe Condemnation of the Re- 
formers, and caſting the Guilt upon their 
own Heads: But I leave what I have 
ſaid to your ſerious Conſideration, hoping 
you will (like Men of Integrity) review 
what you have done, and either approve 


it or repent of it. 


Ea wa, 
> 
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